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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 
The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the basis 
for the rejections under this section made in this OfiBce action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless ~ 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

Claims 1-6, 8, and 10-15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Beall et 
al. (USPN 4,974,857; hereinafter Beall). 

Regarding claim 1, Beall discloses an electronically-scored game comprising: an electronic 
controller 22; at least one sensor 25 operatively connected with the controller, the sensor adapted to detect 
at least one activity associated with the game and to generate a signal; a memory storing information 
corresponding to a plurality of audible recordings, the memory 39 being operatively connected with the 
controller 22 (Col. 6, lines 50-54); a sound generator 38 operatively connected with the controller; and a 
speaker 32 operatively connected with the sound generator 38, whereby upon detection of an activity 
associated with the game, the signal from the sensor activates the controller to cause at least one of the 
plurality of audible recordings to be selected and played by the sound generator through the speaker. See 
Col. 4, lines 34-45; Fig. 4. 

Regarding claim 2, Beall discloses an electronically-scored game, wherein the selection of the at 
least one of the plurality of audible recordings is based at least in part upon the quality of the at least one 
activity associated with the game. See Col. 6, lines 58-61. 

Regarding claim 3, Beall discloses an electronically-scored game, wherein the at least one of the 
plurality of audible recordings selected is of a derisive character when the quality of the at least one 
activity associated with the game is unfavorable. See Col. 7, line 64 - Col. 8, line 4. 
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Regarding claim 4, Beall discloses an electronically-scored game, wherein the at least one of the 
plurality of audible recordings selected is of a laudatory character when the quality of the at least one 
activity associated with the game is favorable. See Col. 7, line 64 - Col. 8, line 4. 

Regarding claim 5 and 12, Beall discloses a system an method for playing an electronically 
scored dart game comprising: a dart board 1 1; at least one dart (Col. 2, lines 65-68); an electronic 
controller 22; at least one sensor 25 operatively connected with the controller, the at least one sensor 
adapted to detect a position of impact of the dart on the dart board and to generate a signal corresponding 
to the position of impact (Col. 4, lines 34-45; Fig. 4); a memory 39 storing a plurality of audible 
recordings, the memory 39 being operatively connected with the controller 22 (Col. 6, lines 50-54); a 
sound generator 38 operatively connected with the controller 22; and a speaker 32 operatively connected 
with the sound generator, whereby upon occurrence of a triggering event, the controller selects at least 
one of the plurality of audible recordings from the memory and activates the sound generator to play the 
at least one of the plurality of audible recordings through the speaker. See Col. 4, lines 34-45. 

Regarding claims 6 and 13, Beall discloses an electronically scored dart game further comprising: 
a game memory 27 adapted to store a player's cumulative score through multiple rounds of a game of 
darts; game control switches adapted to allow cumulative scores of multiple players to be stored in the 
game memory through multiple rounds of the game of darts (Col. 4, lines 25-30; Col 6, lines 18-21); and 
an additional game control switch adapted to allow the players to indicate to the game memory that a 
thrown dart missed the board (Col. 3, lines 27-33), wherein the triggering event is at least one of impact 
of the dart upon the dart board. See Col. 4, lines 34-45. 

Regarding claims 8 and 15, Beall discloses an electronically scored dart game, wherein selection 
of the at least one of the plurality of audible recordings is based at least in part upon position of impact of 
the dart upon the dart board. See CoL 4, lines 34-45, 
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Regarding claim 10, Beall discloses an electronically scored dart game, wherein the at least one 
of the plurality of audible recordings selected is of a laudatory character when the triggering event reflects 
a desirable quality of play. See Col. 7, line 64 - Col. 8, hne 4. 

Regarding claim II, Beall discloses an electronically scored dart game, wherein the at least one 
of the plurality of audible recordings selected is of a derisive character when the triggering event reflects 
an undesirable quality of play. See Col. 7, line 64 - Col. 8, line 4. 

Regarding claim 14, Beall discloses a method, wherein the triggering event is impact of the dart 
upon the dartboard. See Col. 4, lines 34-45. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all obviousness 
rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this tide, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1, 148 USPQ 459 (1966), 
that are applied for establishing a background for determining obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are 
summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3 . Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating obviousness or 
nonobviousness. 

Claim 9 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Beall et al. (USPN 
4,974,857; hereinafter Beall) in view of Yancey, Jr. (USPN 5,642,886). 

Regarding claim 9, Beall discloses all of the claimed subject matter with the exception of 
explicitly disclosing the feature of providing a game level difficulty input switch. However, Yancey Jr. 
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teaches an electronic dartboard wherein a user may select a difficulty level (Col. 6, line 66 - Col. 7, line 
3). Thus, in view of Yancey Jr. it would have obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify the 
audible game setup mode described in Beall, by allowing a user to select a game difficulty level, in order 
to adjust the level of play according to a user's skill level. 

Claims 7 and 16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Beall et al. 
(USPN 4,974,857; hereinafter Beall) in view of Miguel et al. (USPN 5,971,397; hereinafter Miguel). 

Regarding claims 7 and 16, Beall discloses all of the claimed subject matter with the exception of 
explicitly disclosing an on/off switch to enable and disenable playing of the at least one of the plurality of 
audible recordings. However, Miguel teaches an audible electronic dartboard comprising volume control 
(See Miguel, Col 14, lines 33-52). In view of Miguel, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art to modify the audio control described in Miguel, by providing volume control, in order to 
enable, disable, or adjust volume to a user's desired level 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's disclosure: 

• Tillery et al (USPN 4,793,618) - disclose a self-scoring electronic target. 

• Stewart et al (USPN 5,486,007) - disclose an automated dartboard. 

• Houriet, Jr. et al (USPN 4,955,967) - disclose an electronic dartboard with a missed dart 
detection system. 

• Wiles et al (USPN 5,743,533) - disclose an electronic dart game with a scoring system. 
Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner should 

be directed to Cameron Saadat whose telephone number is (571) 272-4443. The examiner can normally 
be reached on M-F 9:00 - 5:00. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, 
Robert Olszewski can be reached on (571)272-6788. The fax phone number for the organization where 
this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent Application 
Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications may be obtained 
from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available 
through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair- 
direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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